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1 . Applicant is advised that should claim 22 be found allowable, claim 33 will be objected 
to under 37 CFR 1 .75 as being a substantial duplicate thereof When two claims in an 
application are duplicates or else are so close in content that they both cover the same thing, 
despite a slight difference in wording, it is proper after allowing one claim to object to the other 
as being a substantial duplicate of the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

These two claims are identical and both depend from claim 21. (Applicant may have 
intended claim 33 to depend from a different claim.) 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Or 

(e) the invention was described in (I) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 6, 21-23 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kobayashi. 

The television system of Kobayashi (noting Fig. 2) includes a tuner 12 for receiving a 
digital broadcast signal (e.g. col. 1 lines 8-10) and respective downstream audio and video 
decoders 15 and 14. Inherent user interfacing by way of microprocessor 1 is not shown. The 
video signal is formatted in a predefined format from a provider (not shown), to which it is 
compared with plural formats available at the receiver (display source memories 17A - 17D), 
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wherein a correspondence of the received format to the stored formats is made (e.g. col. 9 lines 
14-45), and on-screen guide data is presented (Figs. 13, 14) made possible by stage 19, to inform 
the user of the format and other parameters. Upon identifying a correspondence, the processing 
of the received video format is accordingly carried out for eventual display, and when received 
format does not correspond to any one of receiver display formats of memories 17A -17D, a 
processed output video signal is nonetheless transferred for decoding in a format most similar to 
one of the stored formats (col. 14-26), thereby meeting claims 1 and 21. 

As for claims 2, 22 and 33, the formats available by the receiver include (at least) 1080 
lines, 720 lines and 480 lines (e.g. col. 8 lines 24-35), and Kobayashi initially points out that both 
interlaced and progressive formats are available (col. 2 lines 62-64). 

As for claims 3 and 23, Kobayashi points out that if the incoming video format does not 
correspond to one of the four stored receiver formats, then (1) additional formats can be stored or 
(2) an optimum (i.e. next best to the exact) format is selected (col. 10 lines 2 lines 21). 

As for claim 4, the receiver accommodates ground wave digital and satellite signal 
providers, which reception inherently involves set-top receivers. 

Regarding claim 6, the video receiver of Fig. 2 is a digital television receiver that 
includes a display device (not shown). 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claim 32 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kobayashi. 

As noted above, Kobayashi does not describe the inherent user interface, such being an 
implicit acknowledgement that any of known kinds would have been obvious to include. The 
examiner takes Official notice that any well known interface device, such as a remote controller 
that includes a keyboard would have been obvious to use for the clear purpose of providing the 
user with various and convenient A/V control functions upon selecting the particular keys. 

4. Claims 7-9, 11,16 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Matey. 

The digital television receiver of Matey (section [0001], hardware not shown), 
determines available formats supported by the display device (screen shown: Figs. 1-3), and an 
on-screen message is displayed in accordance with a first video format. That format is stored 
(defaulted) in the receiver, upon the user responding within a predetermined time period (section 
[0013]). Another on-screen message is displayed that corresponds to any other received format 
after the expiration of the time period as well as in response to the user selecting a signal that can 
have a different format. 

As for claim 8, the steps are repeated for subsequently received video signals (the system 
operating to accommodate the incoming video signals). 

As for claim 9, the operation involves a set-up mode for the user to select the desired 
format (noting Figs. 1-3). 

Regarding claim 1 1, the receiver is a digital television receiver (noting section [0001] 

again). 
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Since Matey stores the default format even during a powered down condition, then the 
storage must be non- volatile (section [0013]), thereby meeting claim 16. 

As for claim 19, the operation is done at the receiving terminal, which would be a set-top 
terminal since cable or satellite media can be used (section [0005]). 

5. Claims 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matey. 
Matey mentions a remote handset as an interface device (section [0010]). The examiner 

takes Official notice that typical handset normally includes a keyboard, and therefore would have 
been obvious to use for the clear purpose of providing the user with various and convenient A/V 
control functions upon selecting the particular keys. 

6. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Matey in view of 
Kobayashi. 

Matey mentions the availability of different digital formats including 16:9 and 4:3 aspect 
ratio formats of the received digital A/V signal (e.g. section [0002]), but does not mention 
specific line counts and/or interlaced/progressive modes. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide any suitable 
known wide or standard aspect ration video signal as taught by Kobayashi, to provide the user 
with as many viewing options, such being a typical consideration of the A/V service provider, 
which thereby accommodates different tastes to the range of users. 
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7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

8. Claims 5, 10-15, 20, 24-31, 34 and 35 appear allowable over the prior art. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Victor R. Kostak whose telephone number is (571) 272-7348. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 6:30am-3 :00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David W. Ometz can be reached on (571) 272-7593. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
P.O. Box 1450 
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Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450 
Or faxed to: 

(571) 273-8300 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Customer Service Office whose telephone number is (703) 308-HELP. 



Victor R. Kostak 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2622 
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